Europe's changing role in climate and space policy.
awards to project and programme grants, which totalled around £110 million (US$180 million) in 2008. The first round of applications for the investigator awards is expected in autumn 2010, with funding to commence at the beginning of 2011. The move is in part a response to complaints from scientists about the size of grants and the short funding periods generally set by funding bodies in the United Kingdom, says Walport.
Given the more extensive nature of the investigator awards, fewer scientists will be supported than under the current scheme. But Jim Smith, director of the National Institute for Medical Research in Mill Hill, UK, and a previous winner of several Wellcome Trust grants, says that "it is better to fund one person properly than two or three people inadequately". He adds that if the trust's scheme proves to be successful, other funders should consider similar approaches.
The trust says that it is not aware of any other funding body in the United Kingdom that offers the same style of funding. But in the United States, the Howard Hughes Medical Institute (HHMI), in Chevy Chase, Maryland, has operated a similar scheme since the late 1980s. It now runs funding rounds roughly every three years, awarding about $60 million in total based on short written applications outlining a broad scientific question, and then on a more detailed interview. Winners receive awards lasting five years, and are given total freedom to spend the money on any medical research question they wish to pursue. "Traditional grants don't look so favourably on researchers if they venture outside the area they said they were going to tackle," says Jack Dixon, HHMI vice-president and chief scientific officer, adding that giving researchers the freedom to pursue discoveries made along the way produces "better science". The approach is more honest, agrees Smith, because it acknowledges that science has often moved on between the grant application being made and work actually beginning.
■

Natasha Gilbert
Wellcome Trust makes it personal in funding revamp "The best way to fund science is to fund people." change over the coming month. He went on to criticize many developing countries for trying to avoid commitments to reduce their own potential growth in emissions.
Pershing also sought to head off rampant speculation that the United States would not be ready to sign a treaty in Copenhagen, given that several alternative climate bills are still pending in Congress. Those bills offer 17-20% emissions reduction below 2005 levels by 2020, he said, enough for the world to be able to judge the US position.
However, the economic growth of the 1990s means that such cuts would equate to a reduction of just a few per cent below 1990 levels. That's not enough, says the Alliance of Small Island States, which is calling for industrialized nations to promise a 45% emissions reduction by 2020 compared with 1990 levels. The alliance points out that since the last IPCC report in 2007, new research has suggested that there will be even greater impacts on their nations than previously estimated, including flooding, erosion and an upsurge in extreme weather.
Alden Meyer, director of strategy and policy for the Union of Concerned Scientists, in Washington DC, says developed-country commitments are indeed less ambitious than they should be, but nonetheless represent a solid base that can be built on in the future. 4.6 ºC (2.7 º-7.3 º) 3.7 ºC (2.2 º-6 º)
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